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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 April 2009 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1,8-11,13 and 20-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1,8-11.13 and 20-24 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 7, 8, 10, and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schaefer in view of Commette et al. 

Schaefer discloses all the limitations of the claims except for retaining the seal 
cartridges in the ports by friction and the retaining ring. However, Commette et al. 
teaches a spray gun for fast setting plural component materials having opposed first 
and second seal cartridges 9 and 1 1 , a barrel 41 that is friction fitted in the housing 1 
and retained by sleeve 51 and screws 59. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to configure the device of Schaefer with a way to retain 
the seal cartridges in the ports by friction and the retaining ring as suggested by 
Commette et al. Doing so would provide a way for ease of assemble and disassemble 
parts 

With respect to claims 8, 21 and 22, Schaefer in view of Commette et al. teaches 
all the limitations of the claims except for the three seals and the hardened material of 
stainless steel, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide the device of Schaefer and Commette et al. with the 
three seals and the hardened material of stainless steel, because Application has not 
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disclosed that the three seals and the hardened material of stainless steel provides an 
advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary 
skill in the art, furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform 
equally well with either claimed characteristics or the Schaefer and Commette et al. 
characteristics. Therefore, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to 
modify the device of Schaefer and Commette et al. to obtain the invention as specified 
in claims 8, 21 and 22. 

3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schaefer 
in view of Commette et al. as applied to claims 1, 7, 8, 10, and 20-22 above, and further 
in view of Keller. 

Schaefer in view of Commette et al. teaches all the limitations of the claims 
except for a muffler in the gun body. However, Keller discloses a spray gun having a 
gun body 24 with a muffler 33 attached therein. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art to have provided the device of Schaefer and 
Commette et al. with a muffler as suggested by Keller. Doing so would provide a way to 
regulate air pressure within the spray gun (see column 3, lines 10+). 

4. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schaefer in view of Commette et al. as applied to claims 1 , 7, 8, 1 0, and 20-22 above, 
and further in view of Levy. 

Schaefer in view of Commette et al. teaches all the limitations of the claims 
except for a one piece stem and a seal. However, Levy discloses a spray gun 10 for fast 
setting plural component materials having a fluid manifold body 12 and first and second 
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fluid valves that each having a one piece stem 54 and a seal 50 for sealing engaging 
the body 12 (see figure 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to have provided the device of Schaefer and Commette et al. with 
a one piece stem and a seal as suggested by Levy. Doing so would provide a way for 
adjusting and controlling fluid flow. 

5. Claims 13, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schaefer in view of Commette et al. as applied to claims 1 , 7, 8, 1 0, and 20-22 
above, and further in view of Ten Pas. 

Schaefer in view of Commette et al. teaches all the limitations of the claims 
except for a grease fitting. However, Ten Pas discloses a spray gun 10 for fast setting 
plural component materials having a purge air passage 256, and a grease fitting 44 (see 
figure 2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
have provided the device of Schaefer and Commette et al. with a grease fitting as 
suggested by Ten Pas. Doing so would provide a way to provide lubrication for the 
spray gun. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed March 20, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive in view of Commette et al., and furthermore friction retaining and 
threaded retaining are well known in the art and obvious to one skilled in the art, the 
purpose for easing an assembly/disassembly feature would dictate the methods for 
retaining. 
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7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,8-11,13, 20-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dinh Q. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4907. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Len Tran can be reached on 571-272-1 184. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dinh Q Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3752 
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